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Ai-onymous Communication 
Addressed *U. S. Supreme Cc-Tt, 

Washington 25* D. C. fostmarked 
Clarksdale, Mississippi, March 19, 1962 

call fro* where they are, they would say - 
*R£PEkJ CGMXAkLS — there is a HELL.* If you 
DARE take God and prayer out of our schools, 

TOl' LOSE! Every kctc shall bow to GOD! 

Remember this! April 3rd will be DOOMS DAI 
for you, if you nlare take God and prayer from 
our schools. This is God’s world!* 

The words "includes Catholics* are written in pen 
and ink as marginal words with an arrow pointing to the 
printed word "T.tATTORS.* At the top of the communication* 
handwritten in pen and ink, escep*. the B»tc "KES..EDTS" which 
la printed in red crayon, is the sentence "Pass this os - , to 
all the filthy KEKWEDTS-** 

0 0 The dat^pril 3rd, referred to in the coaueuaication, 

cording to is the day on which arguments are 

to be heard i^^h^hiited States Supreme Court in the esse 
entitled *Steven I, Engel, Et Al, Tetitionera t». Villi a* J. 
Vitale, Et Al, Case Cumber 4*8 Appellate.* This case has 
cose to the United States Supreme Court fro* the Court of 
Appeals of Kew Tork as a result of | petition for Writ of 
Certiorari filed in the United States Supreme Court on 
October 3, 1961. Petitioners state therein they are opposed 
to dally prayer in public schools, Nassau County, New fork, 
and that the practice of saying one specific religious 
prayer violate/* the first and 14th amendments of the Constitution 

p\ The facts in this case were presented on March 22, 

ft 1962, to Assistant United States Attorney John C. Conliff. 

/*' Hr, Conliff stated that while some of the remarks are 
scurrilous, the letter does not contain any direct threat 
against the Justices of the United States Supreme Court. 

Be stated further that in the absence of direct threats in 
the letter, prosecution would not be warranted. 
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Ationynous Coc&iwicatioD 
Addressed •!}. S. Supreme Cc-rt, 
Washington 25, D. C.,* Postmarked 
Clarkadale, Mississippi, March 19, l'-cl 



In view of the opinion of the Assistant L 
Slates Attorney Cooliff, no investigation concerning 
matter is being made. 



This document contains oeltfcar 
rtcoitn'*** *■*"* nor conclusions of 
tho 7BI . U 19 the property of 
the TBI and Is loantd to your agency; 
It en£ Its contents e-e not to bo 
distributed outside your agency. 
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^ureau of ,31n&esttgaitrm 

^Beparimwti of Ju*ft« 

900 Ezra Thompson Building, 
Salt Lake City .Utah 
December 111, 1933. 



Director, 

Division of Investigaticn, 
U.S. Department of Justice, 
Uashington, D .C, 



(jjou 



Dear £ ir: / 

I hove been infoimed^the/t the V .£ .^Supre me 
(cu rt .h as recently handed down eJ k/cls io n in the case of 
>hn bJl’unk -vs- U.S. treating if the competency of a 
fe to 'tes tify for her Jiusband. I have net had an opportunity 
’ to read the decision, but refer the Division to the case so 
that it can arrange to have a study made of the decision to 
sec if it is of any value to the field. It is my understanding 
that the gist of the decision i6 that a wife can testify for 
a husband. The decision does not touch upon the cccvetuncy 
of a husband or wife to testify against each other. 

I tcai also informed that the l .s. Suprene Court, 
in the ease/dr Gregorio! -ha vez and Jose 1 iariaf "havez, -vs-/ 
U.L., 24Sj7^5. 470-491, Jhes handed down a decision which i. 
treats offlfcndian country, which defines w ha t constitute^jlndian 
territory. I have not had an opportunity to read this 
decision but refer it to the Division for study' for any value 
it may have to the field on a subject natter which has always 
been more or less canpleoc. 



Very truly yours. 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 



No. 162. — October Term, 1933. 



The United States of America, 

Appellant, 

vs. 

Gregorio Chavez and Jose Maria 
Chavez. 

[December 11, 1933.] 

Mr. Justice Van Devanter delivered the opinion of the Court. 

By indictment in the federal district court for New Mexico 
Gregorio Chavez and Jose Maria Chavez, described as “non- 
Indians”, were charged with the larceny, on January 3, 1932, “at 
and within the limits of the Pueblo of Isleta, the same being 
Indian Country, in the State and district of New Mexico,” of 
certain live-stock belonging to designated Indians of that Pueblo. 
By a demurrer the defendants challenged the indictment as 
not stating an offense against the United States, and in support 
of the challenge asserted (1) that the Pueblo of Isleta is not Indian 
country within the meaning of the statutes whereon the indict- 
ment is founded, and (2) that, even if the Pueblo be Indian coun- 
try, larceny committed' therein by one who is not an Indian is 
not within those statutes. The court sustained the demurrer, dis- 
missed the indictment and gave a certificate declaring in effect 
that the judgment was put entirely on the ground that when the 
statutes underlying the indictment are properly construed — and 
particularly when construed in the light of the act enabling New 
Mexico to become a State— they do not make larceny within the 
Pueblo of Isleta by one not an Indian, even of property belonging 
to an Indian, an offense against the United States, but leave the 
same to be dealt with exclusively by and under the laws of the 
State. 

The case is here on appeal by the United States under the crim- 
inal appeals law. 1 

>Act of March 2, 1807, c. 2584, 34 Stat. 1246; U. 8. C., $ 682, Title 18, and 
* 845, Title 28; Act* January 81, 1928, e. 14, 45 Btat. 54, and April 26, 
1028, c. 440, 45 Btat. 486. 



Appeal from the District 
Court of the United States 
For the District of New 
Mexico. 



(,(L- b0 3(r'/-'{ 



) 



6 United States vs. Chavez et at. 

of Indians”. The act as a whole makes it apparent that the term 
“Indian country” was intended to include any unceded lands 
owned or occupied by an Indian nation or tribe of Indians, and 
the term continues to have that meaning, save in instances where 
the context shows that a different meaning is intended. 12 Nothing 
in any of the statutes now being considered requires that it be 
given a different meaning in this instance. 

It follows from what has been said that the people of the Pueblo 
of Isleta are Indian wards of the United States; that the lands 
owned and occupied by them under their ancient grant are Indian 
country in the sense of § 217 ; that the United States, in virtue of 
its guardianship, has full power to punish crimes committed within 
the limits of the pueblo lands by or against the Indians or against 
their property — even though, where the offense is against an Indian 
or his property, the offender be not an Indian 13 — and that the 
statutes in question, rightly construed, include the offense charged 
in the indictment. 

There is nothing in the enabling act which makes against the 
views here expressed. True, it declares, in keeping with the con- 
stitutional rule, that, the State shall be admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States. But the principle of 
equality is not disturbed by a legitimate exertion by the United 
States of its constitutional power in respect of its Indian wards 
and their property.’ 4 

As the District Court's judgment rested upon a mistaken con- 
struction of the statutes the judgment cannot stand. 

i Judgment reversed. 



A true copy. 

Test: 



Clerk, Supreme Court, V. S. 



• •Clairmont e. United States, 225 U. S. 551, 557, et icq.; 'Donnely v. United 
States, 228 U. 8. 243, 2C8; United States v. Pelican, 232 U. S. 442, 447, 
et teg.; United States v. Ramsey, 271 U. S. 467, 470, et teq. 

••Donnely «. United States, 228 U. S. 243, 271-272; United States v. 
Pelican, 232 U. S. 442, 448, 451 ; United States v. Ramsey, 271 U. S. 467, 469. 
•‘United States v. Sandoval, 231 U. S. 28, 49. 





SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

No. 394. — October Term, 1933. 

John S. Funk, Petitioner, On Writ of Certiorari to the 
vg United States Circuit Court 

of Appeals for the Fourth 
The United States of America. Circuit. 

[December 11, 1933.] 

Mr. Justice Sutherland delivered the opinion of the Court. 

The sole inquiry to be made in this case is 'whether in a federal 
court the wife of the defendant on trial for a criminal offense is 
a competent witness in his behalf. Her competency to testify 
against him is pot involved. 

The petitioner was twice tried and convicted in a federal dis- 
trict court upon an indictment for conspiracy to violate the pro- 
hibition lfljv. His conviction on the first trial was reversed by the 
circuit court of appeals upon a ground not material here. 46 F. 
(2) 417. Upon the second trial, as upon the first, defendant called 
his wife to testify in his behalf. At both trials she was excluded 
upon the ground of incompetency. The circuit court of appeals 
sustained this ruling upon the first appeal, and also upon the 
appeal which followed the second trial. 66 F. (2d) 70. "We 
granted certiorari, limited to the question as to what law is ap- 
plicable to the determination of the competency of the wife of 
the petitioner as a witness. 

Both the petitioner and the government, in presenting the case 
here, put their chief reliance on prior decisions of this court. The 
government relies on United States v. Reid, 12 How. 361 ; Logan 
v. United States, 144 U. S. 263; Hendrix v. United States, 219 
U. S. 79; and Jin Fuey Moy v. United States, 254 U. S. 189. 
Petitioner contends that these cases, if not directly contrary to 
the decisions in Benson v. United States, 146 U. S. 325, and Rosen 
v. United States, 245 U. S. 467, are so in principle. We shel l 
first briefly review these eases, with the exception of the Hendrix 
case and the Jin Fuey Moy case, which we leave for consideration 
until a later point in this opinion. 



£ 2 - 
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12 



Funk vs. United States. 



Fed. 213) ; nor, as plainly appears, was the real point as it is here 
involved presented in this court. The matter was disposed of as 
one “hardly requiring mention,” Evidently the point most in 
the mind of the court was the distinction relied upon, and not the 
basic rule which was not contested. Both the Hendrix and Jin 
Fuey Moy cases are out of harmony with the Rosen and Benson 
eases and with the views which we have here expressed. In respect 
of the question here under review, both are now overruled. 

Judgment reversed. 

Mr. Justice Cardozo concurs in the result. 

Mr. Justice McReynolds and Mr. Justice Butler are of opinion 
that the judgment of the court below is right and should be 
affirmed. 
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J&istxm of JSn&wfiga&m 

JK. fUpjnrfiMrd ef Imdtkt 
JSwlfmjttrn, t 

January 9, 1934. 



MEMORANDUM FOR UR. MATI 



Reference is made to the attached letter from Special 
Agent in Charge Dowd of Salt Lake City, relative to two recent 
decisions in the United States Supreme Court, i.e., the eases 
of John S. Funk ▼. United States, treating of the competency of 
a to testify for her husband, and of Gregorio Chavez and 

Jose Maria Chavez v. United States, holding that the Pueblo of 
leleta in the State of Hew Mexico is Indian country. 

‘ * 1 secured copies of tbs' referred to decision*' 

find that the case of John S. R^k/v. United States holdsA* 
previous cases relating that/wffe is no/ a competent fitness 
to testify in behalf of herWiu^band are Mverruleji and a wife here- 
after may testify for her hdsband in a*6rlnd- nalcas e in which he 
is charged with an offense under the ldws of the United States. 

She, however, cannot be compelled to testify against her husband. 

The other case, i.e., Gregorio Chavez and Jose Maria 
Chavez v. United States, merely holds that the Pueblo Indians 
are Indian tribeB within the intent of the statutes prohibiting 
certain acts committed within the "Indian country", and accordingly 
that these acts are punishable in the Federal courts rather than 
in the State courts. 



Respectfully, 

7 Tx£- 



T. F 
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Sit-D oiiu Strike Illegal, 
^SujMmejCourt Declares ;; 
i NLRB Loses Three Tests 



Justices Black and Reed 
Dissent; Orders to 



Retire Workers 
dissolved 



By ^KESLT MANLY 

Cblrkf o Trlbtui* Pnu gerrJca 

The United States Supreme 
Court yesterday dealt the National 
Labor Relations Board threa 
smashing Wows in the most lar- 
reaching series of Wagner act rul- 
ings since the law Itself was up- 
held in April. 1837. 

In an opinion by Chief Justice 
Charles Evans Hughes, the court 
delivered its first condemnation of 
the sitdown strike and set aside 
an order of the board requiring 
the Pansteel Metallurgical Corpo- 
ration. of North Chicago, to rein- 
state with back pay 92 C.I.O. union 
members who participated in the 
seizure of the company’s plants 
in February, 1937. 

‘High-Handed Proceeding’ 

The court denounced the sit- 
down strike as "a high-handed pro- 
ceeding without shadow ol legal 
right.” Such conduct on the part 
of the strikers, the court held, was 
ample cause for their discharge. 

"To justify such con dirt be- 
cause of the existence of a labor 
dispute or of an unfair iabd,- prac- 
tice." said the court, “would be to 
put a premium cm resort to force 
instead of legal remedies and to 
subvert tye principles of law and 
order wljich lie at the foundations 
of society." • t - 

After thus repudiating the labor 
board's condonation of violence, 
the court refused to review a crim- 
inal case growing out ef the CJ.O. 
sitdown strike in the Pansteel 
plants. 
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|S7 to Co to J ojl_ 

TlUrty-aeven of the 03 strikers 
! whom the ^labor board ordered re- 
instated were oonvlcted^ of con- 
* it of Court in defy ins »n in- 
Aon to evacuate tty* plant* 
| and sentenced to Jail terms rang- 
frosn 10 to 1*0 days. Their 
[last legal resort having been ex- 
hausted, they now must serve the 



the other two Wagner act 
i, the court held that then 
was no evidence to sustain the 
hoard’s finding that the Colum- 
bian Enameling and Stamping 
Company, of Terre Haute, Ind., 
and the Sands Manufacturing 
Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, re- 
fused to bargain collectively with 
their employes. 

It upheld decisions setting aside 
the board’s orders to reinstate 
discharged employes with back 
[pay. 

Five Straight Losses 

Including these decisions, the 
[labor board has lost five major 
cases in a row at the preseC term 
of the Bypreme Court. In the 
'Consolidated Edison Company 
|cas* (New York) the Coifrt con- 

(Continued on Page 2, Col. V 



I demneo as arbitrary and unlawful 
the board’s attempt to abrogate 
an t American Federation of Labor 
contract for the purpose of in- 
stating a C. I. O. union. In re- 
fusing to review the Peninsular 
and Occidental Steamship Com- 
pany case (Florida) the Court 
thwarted efforts of the labw board 
to reinstate, with back pay, C. I. O. 
aeamen who engaged in mutinous 
sitdown strikes. 

Black, Reed Dittent 

The Supreme Court divided five I 
to two in each of the three Labor , 
Board cases decided yesterday. 
Neither Justice Louis D. Brandeis, 
who retired two weeks ago, nor. 
Justice Felix Frankfurter, who 
too 1 ' his seat on the bench a month 
ago took part in the consideration 
or decision of the cases. Justices 
Hugo L. Black and Stanley F. 
[Reed, both Roosevelt appointees, 
dissented in all three cases, hold-, 
'tag in effect that the majority 
opinions nullified the purposes of 
the Wagner act. 

In the Fanstee! case, the Su- 
preme Court upheld the labor 
board's order in so far as it re-, 
quired the company to cease andi 
desist from interfering with the 
right of its employes to organise 
and bargain collectively. 1 

Partially Upheld 

It upheld that part of the 
board’s order requiring the com- 
pany to I withdraw recognition 
from the ?are Metal Workers of 
America. Local No. 1. which was 
formed after the C.I.O. sitdown j 
strike. The opinion held that there 
was evidence to support the 
board’s contention that the com- 
pany promoted the formation ofi 
this union, in violation of thel 
Wagner Act. j 

The court, however, did not up- 1 



fwld the board’s order in so far as 
(ft required the company to bargain 
collectively with Lodge «S of the 
Amalgamated Association of Iron, 
Steel ft Tin Workers, the CJ.O. 
union. i T 

Election Ordered ^ 

"In v 
ltuatloi 

discharge of the ‘sitdown’ strikers 
and the filling of positions with 1 
new men, we see no basis for a 
conclusion that after the resump- 
tion Of work Lodge 86 was the! 
choice of a majority of respond- 1 
ent’s employes for the purpose of! 
collective bargaining,” said the 
opinion by Chief Justice Hughes. 

Whether the Rare Metal Work- 
ers of America, Local No. 1, or the; 
C.I.O. union, represents a major- 1 
ity of the employes Is a question] 
which the board must determine 
by means of an election, the court 1 
held. 

But the court found that the 
company violated the Wagner act; 
by refusing to bargain collectively 
with the C J O. union prior to the 1 
sitdown strike, which began on 
February 17, 1937. 

Other Coses 

In the Columbian case, Justice 
Stone, delivering the majority f 
finding, said that the court could: 
not find substantial evidence to 
sustain the board’s finding that 1 
the enameling company had re- 
fused to bargain collectively. 1 

Justice Owen J. Roberts, hand- 1 
ing down the majority opinion in 
the Sands case, held that there 
was not a "scintilla" of evidence 
to show that the company's un ! 
fair labor practices precipitated 
trouble at its plant. On the con- 
trary, he found that the company 
had dealt “freely and candidly ’ 
with the Mechanics Educational 
Society of A 






Ce MeftlWanfluftl • united state? government 



Mr. Tolson 
JL. B. Nichols 



DATli December 14, 195lJ 
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Jim Donovan of United Press called to request the reason as to 
why twenty-one Bureau Agents would seek admission to the Supreme Court today. 
They have had two or three inquiries from clients as to the significance of this. 

I I told Donovan that there was no significance; that they were Agents who were 
eligible to seek admission to the Supreme Court and that since admissions are 
moved only at periodic intervals, this obviously was an accumulation. 



1 think it might be well to watch this in the future and seek to 
discourage such large groups as this seeking admission. 




Attorney General 

Deputy Attorney General. 

Solicitor General 

Executive Assistant to the Attorney General 

Assistant Attorney General, Anti-Trust 

Assistant Attorney General, Tax......* 

Assistant Attorney General, Civil 

As sistant Attorney General, Lands 

Assistant Attorney General, Criminal 

Assistant Attorney General, Office of Legal Counse 
Administrative Assistant Attorney General ....... 

Accounts Branch , 

Records Administration Branch 

Personnel Branch 

Procurement Section ...... 

Transcription Section 

Director, FBI 

Assistant to the Director - Room 5640. 

Director of Prisons .....J 

Director, Office of Alien Property. 

Commissioner, Immigration and Naturalisation. . . 

Pardon Attornay ....... . ............. 

Pteole Board...... ....... 

Board of I mm i grati on Appeals 




TWENTY -ONE SPECIAL AGENTS OF THE FBI WERE ADMITTED TODAY T0.>;.P?|a| 

^^THE AGENT r ^ WHO AR r MEMBERS OF THE BAR OF THE HIGHEST COURTS IN-./J 
TATES AN^ THE D I ? TEIC T CF COLUMBIA, WERE PRESENTED BY ACTING 



SOLICITOR GENERAL ROBERT L. STERN. 



12/1 A — EG 122 5P 




December 16, 1953 




I did want t o send you thio peroonal 
note of thank* for preoemting twenty-on* of our 
Special Ago nto to the UniUd State* Supromo Court 
on Doooubor 14, 1953. 




All of the* appreciate ae much a* I do 
your taking time to preoont thorn for praotioo boforo 
thio court • _ » 
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date i December 11, 
1953 



MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION CONCERNING GROUP OF 
SPECIAL AGENTS DESIRING ADMISSION TO PRACTICE 
BEFORE THE U. S. SUPREME COURT 



You were advised on December 2, 1953, that a group of 
Special Agents (approximately 20) were in the process of obtain- 
ing the necessary papers for admission to practice before the 
U. S. Supreme Court. The agents were desirous of having the 
Acting Solicitor General, Robert L. Stern, as their sponsor and 
to have him move for their admission to the U. S. Suprem e Court. 

this, it was recommended that Special Agentfl^HHB 
informally contact the secretary of the Actin^^^^^ 
solicitor General to determine his desires on sponsoring the 
agents. 

On Tuesd^^Decembe^8^1953, Special Agent^^HjHflft 
13^ »*v^^^ont acted M aBBr in the absence o 

being a secretary of Mr. Stern^uia 
sne advised she would be glad to ask Mr. Stern whether he would 
* ao honor the agents by acting as their sponsor. 

On Thursday, December 10, 1953, flHHHHHUP 
IJadvised Mr. Stern would be glad to sponsor th^i^ent^an^set 
IjMonday, December Ilf, 1953, at 11:30 A.M., as the date and time 
||he would sponsor the group. 

RECOMMENDATION ; | 6 1—/~) 



<)-n - JthA 



None. This is for your information, tfou will'be* 

1 advised of the names of the Special Agents who arlP , Wflmt&d a 

and sufficient copies of thlB memorandum advising you of their 
admission will be made for each Special Agent * t persojjrje^^ila* 

V% / ^ * gaBUi twan 



JDR/ja^y 



W - , 




SO ’JAN 





The following is a list of Special Agents who are 
to be admitted to practice before the United States Supreme 
Court on December 14» 1953; 



STATE ADMITTED TO PRACTISE 




ork Office) 



Washington Pield Office) 
(Washington Field Office) 



/Was hington Pield office) 

(Washington Pield Office) Ohio 
Ohio 

'(Was hington Pield Office) Arizona 

Idaho 
Wisconsin 

, Georgia 



Missouri 

District of Columbia 

District of Columbia 

North Carolina 

North Carolina 

New York 

Missouri 

Washington 

Nebraska 

Rhode Island 

Missouri 

District of Columbia 

New York 

Indiana 

Florida 



Unless otherwise indicated the above Special Agents 
are all assigned to the Bureau* 



Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



datb: December 11, 19! 



O 



MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION CONCERNING GROUP OF 
SPECIAL AGENTS DESIRING ADMISSION TO PRACTICE 
BEFORE THE U. S. SUPREME COURT 



A group of twenty-one Special Agents will be 



| admit ted to practice before the U. S. Supreme Court on 
(Monday, December 14, 1953* on or about 11:30 A.M. Acting 
'Solicitor General, Robert L. Stern, has kindly consented 
to act as this group 1 s sponsor and move for its admission* 



The Special Agents being admitted have indicated 



I a desire, if at all possible, to have a group picture taken 
with the Director. If such can be arranged in the already 
busy schedule of Mr* Hoover, the group will be greatly 
honored and most appreciative* Bie ceremonies at the U* 3* 
Supreme Court will be concluded about 1*30 P.M. , and the 



iAgents involved snouio be available any time after 2:00 P.M. 
Jon Monday, December 14* 1953* 



. RECOMMENDATION: 



That It be determined whether or not Mr. Hoover'a. 
schedulV'-igill permit him to have his picture taken with .... 5, 






JJJiU . 

(yf*i 










7 JAN 5 1954 ■ 









North East, Mi. 
15 August 1957 



A 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, Chief 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 



Washington, D. C. 



jint m) 



>m >1 



Am inclosing clipping which appeared in the Evening 
Baltimore abeufr-'twe days ago. 



ning Suit of 

' / ■ - 



The ’’Henry/Nordin” , signer of first letter is quite active. , 
Within two weeks or so following the Un-American Activities 
hearing in Baltimore in the spring, he wrote a letter of ' 
unmitigated castigation for the Comaittee, its power to inter- 
fere with personal activities of citizens and indicated very 
clearly that he thought groups should have the right to meet, 
criticize our Constitution and, if according to their personal 
ideas there should he a new form of Government they should 
have the uninterrupted pleasure of conspiring to Wring such 
into being by hook or crook. Search of files of the Sun-paper 
office will prove my assertion regarding the above. The moment 
I saw his name to the later letter I recalled the incident 
following the hearings . It rung the Bell. 



It being obvious that Bethlehem Steel at Sparrows Point, place 
of employment for many in the Essex area, is a hot-bed of Com- 
munists, it is not too far-fetched to assume that he is active 
in same place. 






the high school here, having been thoroughly indoctrinated by 
me, a Virginian of generations going back before Revolutionary 
War. He often reported to me thought-to-be subtle little in- , 
jectiens for indoctrination-by some instructors. During an < 
interview between part of faculty and me an accusation was di- 
rected that he was radical. I, in no uncertain terms, gave 
them to understand that he was a true product of old dyed-in- 
the-wool Americanism, a roplica of me and my family; that ne 

"hy was to be directed at him but that they ohould battle 
on any issue-a 



A was to be directed at him but that they ohould battle > 

" * n *"- y - 2 j{ 

yeu not think it lamentable SWiate haf 4een subordi-M 

noted te a hadv havlnm- n m. T nu. . V. .. 



M>e you not think it : 

nated to a body having no Power to enact Laws, they are 

now being affronted by the dirty Gangster arrogance; that they 
have the pleasure ef constantly calling "UndWT" u ncle ,L -4sieaning 
Supreme Court) and, that the thousands of hoodlums and Antis . 

in this country may chuckle with assurance that our Congress x 

is no longer the ruling Body of this Nation? 



70 SEP 3 1997^ 



Most ^Sincerely 







Ifcr. J. Edgar Haaver, Chief 
Federal Bureau af Investigatian 
Washingtan, D. C. 




(Rev. 



pAVID LAWRENCE 



A Blow Against Communists 



five Justices' Decision Lauded 

, _ , , p . _ -. Investigations U to expose 

- in freedom OT Speech Case the espionage and subversive 

, .... .. , . _■ , activities of the whole Co m- 

lncredible that, Uws. The witness could mun ist apparatus in the 

I war” going on merely claim that the eon- united States Loval Amerl- 

Ilions or dollars Sessional ' committee was ^cltiLm are expected to 

by the Soviet “harassing” him for his criti- coroners tp with thpir own 

to Infiltrate clems of the committee and Government In all Tte 



with a "cold war” going on merely claim that the ton- united States Loval Amerl- 
and with billions or dollars gressional ' committee was can^ cittomT we Expected to 
’ being spent by the Soviet "harassing” him for his criti- co'.oDerate with their own 
government to infiltrate clans of the committee and Government in all TS 
every democratic country In /«s trying to punish him for branches The Communists 
the world, there should beufea "beliefs.” Congressional h^e stolen atoSlc Terrete 
U^u«d by four members of^Worts to get information on 77.— u ave at lnf ./ 



tJnftecPKtates — chief justice could thus b 
Warren, Justices ' Black, ^ q, c j at( 
Douglas and Brennan — an case 0 j prang 

. 'opinion which appears to refused to giv 
brush aside the Communist 0 r residence 



■enorrs to get miormauon on 77, j. av . at tim „ )nflu 

Which to base reguiatory laws trated the departoents ^ln 

could thus be frustrated. Washington. The Supreme 
In the latest opinion— the Court in the past has taken 

case of Prank Wilkinson, who the view that it isn’t a "right 



1 the House . "Fire!” in a crowded theater 



- menace. Committee, on Un-American « 0 r does the "free speech” 

. Fortunately, five other Activities — the majority of clause of the Constitution 

^ members of the courte-Jus- the justices repeated a state- give anyone Immunity from 

I tices Stewart, Clark, Prank- ment from a previous deci- an Investigation to determine 

xurter, Harlan and Whitta- alon which said: whether he belongs to a party 

ier-see the Communist “To suggest that because that Is financed by. lnsti- 
.menace In its realistic form, the Communist Party may gated by, and often directed 

,By their latest decision, they, also Sponsor peaceable politi- by a foreign government 

, *t clear that the empty) c ai reforms the constitutional which is seeking to damage 

claim to protection of “free, issues before us should now the United States and pos- 

i *P«ch” will not save s^pect-jj be judged as if that party slbly to bring on a war. 



ie Justices repeated a state- give anyone Immunity from 
ent from a previous deci- an Investigation to determine 
on which said: whether he belongs to a party 

“To suggest that because that Is financed by. lnsti- 



i authorized congressional point of national security, is 



1 ask this court to blind . sional committee r 



The four dissenting justices itself to world affairs which 



; .insist that witnesses, when . (. 

- asked by a congressional course of our national polic’y refusing to answer questions, 
'committee whether they are alnce the close of World War But whenever there .is basis 
Communists, need not even n.” for suspecting that a news-ff 

.take the Fifth Amendment What the majority of the paperman is paid by or work - 1 
but can refuse to answer on court says is supposed to be ing for an enemy government, I 
the ground that their rights "the law of the land ” but he shouldn't be able to claim)! 
Jit free speech under the First it is being scorned— in the immunity under the First® 
.Amendment are being trans- companion case of Carl Bra- - Amendment, either, 
gressed. • den— by Justice Black, with The House Committee on 

The argument aolemnly Chief Justice Warren and • Un-American Activities is 

; proclaimed by the four dls- Justice Douglas agreeing. In under attack these days by 

aentlng Justices Is that no this dissenting opinion these so-called "liberals” who will 

agency of the Federal Gov- words of defiance are issued: be encouraged now by the 

-emment, be It legislative, “The founders of this Na- dissenting opinions of the 
. executive or Judicial, may tlon were not then willing Supreme Court to carry on 

-• -“harass or punish people for to trust the definition of campaign -to curtail, if 



have determined the whoje committee and punished lor 



epeeeh about, or public criti- to C01 
elam of, Uws and public of- am I 
Jld*bL- . 



„ - Th i^°^ rln * w0uW mike ’Otmgreaa cannot investigate' t 

H Possible for any citizen to or that the Supreme Court 

decline to tell an Investigate cannot rule on the case of a iiwhTcwn 

lag committee about rackets, man who may be serving or 
monopolies, payola, or any g helping a hostile government 

4 rrcguUritles in human be- 1 — an enemy — H to deprive ®* 2 **f^ Clark, 

havior on which It might be I the Nation of any »*b o‘ H * rUn * nd 

deairable to pass remedial I self -preservation. The pur- Whltt f^ r --^, .. .. ^ 



politi- by a foreign government 

tional which is seeking to damage 
1 now the United States and pos- 
party stbly to bring on a war. | 
politi- Justice Black argues that 
itand- ■ editors and newsmen who 
ity, is have criticized a congres- 



£ 



for their First Amendment freedoms " ot abolish, the work’ of the 

...... . Congress or this court hor Houae committee and also of 

n I now " • * the Senate Internal Security 

m.. <*»,.♦ Subcommittee. But the de- 
ems rets cannot lnvertiaate ?! America's safety 
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I OT ntCOBDtD 

17 MAR 6 1961 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



Memorandum 



Mr. De Loach 



March 31, 1970 



A. Rosen 




STATE OF ILLINOIS 
VS. WILLIAM-ALLEN 






1 - Mr. De Loach 
1 - Mr, Rosen 
1 - Mr. Malley 
1 - Mr. Shroder 
1 - Mr. Gallagher 
1 - Mr. Bishop 
1 - Mr. Casper 
1 - Mr. Sullivan 

k ^,| Washington Field Office, advised that thiiT 

I morning the UillWU MUles Supreme Court in an eight to nothing decision writb 
hy Mr. Justice Black ruled that a man can lose his right to remain in court if 
Jl his conduct is such that it disrupts the court. 



m 



The ruling was handed down in a State of Illinois case involving 
William Allen, who had been convicted for armed robbery and sentenced to ten 
to thirty years. During his trial, Allen was abusive toward the judge and was 
warned that his conduct would result in his being removed from the court. W1 
he persisted, he was removed but allowed back if he would behave himself. 
When he continued his abuse, he was removed from the courtroom during his 
trial. & 



He filed a writ of habeas corpus in the United States District Cour 
alleging he had been denied his right to remain in the courtroom during his 
i trial. The United States District Court denied his writ, and the United States 
7th Circuit Court of Appeals reversed the District Court. The case was then 
'remanded to the United States Supreme Court. 



lit 



This morning the United States"Supreme Court, as mentioned above 
by an eight to nothing decision ruled that a^snan can lose his right to remain in 
icourt during his trial if his conduct is such that it disrupts the court 



This is for information. ttC-26^ 3- O ^ ?3 



RJGijny 
(9) 









yS© APR 6 19IQ 















61 APR C '.3/0 

Jz ' 













UNITED STATES GO^ .RNMENT 

Memorandum 

: DIRECTOR, FBI 

^AC, WFO (52-11670) (C) 

UNSUB ; Theft of Victor Calculator 
JSN 234-6-157, From Administrative Offices 
Of U . S-*— Supreme Court, 2/70 
■ TGP 
(00: WFO) 



date: 10/2/70 



Re WFO airtel to Baltimore, 6/17/70 (10) 
WFO let to Baltimore, 8/19/70 (10) 

BA let- to WFO, 8/26/70 (10) 

BA airtel to WFO, 8/31/70 (10) 



ADMINISTRATIVE DATA : 




On March 11, 1970, a check with the Victor Corporation 
revealed Victor Adding machine 234-6-157 was sold to the 
United States Office, Administrative Division, United States 
Courts, WDC, on June 3, 1965. It was assigned to the Legal Aid 
Division, WDC. 



April 

Legal Aid Division, WDC, advised that the Victo^alculato^^ 
machine 234-6-157 was stolen sometime in February, 1970. He 
stated he was not able to put a specific date of loss since 
the office was in the process of moving from one building to 
another, but did know that this machine was one of several 
stolen in February, 1970. 




WFO 52-11670 



____^_^^_JSupreme Court, 

Washington, B.C., advised captioned machine purchased under 
i (^, purchase order 28288, dated June 7, 19^^and is valued at 

$500. Captioned machine, according tdflHH^ would not have 
been sold by his branch since it is stil^considered a fairly 
new machine. 



A lead was set forth to interview! 
however, the Baltimo re Division adv ised thai 
August 26, 1970, Was I - ™~ 



at his home, 
as of 




On September 28 , Attorney, 

telephonically requested S/^HjWtocom^t^his office and 
l^ove^^Hctor CalculatorTSN 234-6-157, which his client, 
^mim^nad brought to his office to be returned to 
the FBI. The machine was examined an^frjund to be identical 
with the stolen Government machine. was furnished 

a receipt for the machine. 



On the same date, the facts of this case were 
discussed with AUSA JaMES FLANIGAN, WDC. Mr. FLANIGAN advised 
that since Legal Aid could not put a definite date of 
on the machine, and since it could not be proven thal£ 

' knew it to be stolen Government Property, he would dS 

prosecution in this matter. 

On October 2, 1970, the machine was returned to 
Legal Aid Division of the U.S. Courts, WDC. 

Bureau is requested to credit WFO with recover value 
of $500 for the captioned machine. 



3 





FD-36 <R«v. 5-23-78) 



TRANSMIT VIA: 
l~1 Teletype 
I I Facsimile 
Q &irtel 



PRECEDENCE: 
| | Immediate 
I I Priority 
I I Routine 



CLASSIFICATION: 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

□ CONFIDENTIAL 

□ UNCLAS E F T 0 

□ UNCLAS 

Date 1/14/83 



DIRECTOR, FBI 

ADIC, NEW YORK (9A-8833) (C) (M-9) 

ySUff ; * 2 $ INST UNITED STATES 

feT^REME CO URT ~ “ ~~ 

'OKTlONH 
(00: NEW YORK) 






Re WFO teletype to New York dated 6/23/82 and 
WFO airtel to NY dated 12/20/82. ' 

For information of the Bureau and WFO, all logical 
investigation has been conducted in an effort to develop the 
identity of UNSUB with negative results. Furthermore the results 
of the latent fingerprint examination was also negative. 

Due to the above facts this matter has been 
closed within the New York office. 

Armed and dangerous . 






- / jy ' 



-^2 -Washington Field 
1-New k [923 

t bl^ 




m. 



J.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING 




Ft 36 (Rev 8-26,92) 



TRANSMIT VIA: 

□ Teletype 

□ Facsimile 

□ Airt-.p.l 



PRECEDENCE: 

□ Immediate 

□ Priority 

□ Routine 



CLASSIFICATION: 



TOP SECRET 
SECRET 
CONFIDENTIAL 
UNCLAS E F T 0 
UNCLAS 

Date 3/8/85 



TO: DIRECTOR, FBI 

ATTN: PERSONAL CRIMES UNIT 



FROM: SAC, WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (9-0) (C-4) 



UNSUB; 

ANONYM OUS MENACING! LETTER 
RECEIVED - AT UNITED STATE frflguPREME 
oeTNEW-TORK ' 



COURJ 1 ; 




Enclosed for the Bureau are three copies of an envelope 
and letter that were received at the United States Supreme Court 
on February 19, 1985 . Enclosed for New York are the original 
letter and envelope. 

O On February 198 5, UNITED 

STATES SUPREME COURT POLICE DEPARTMENT(USSCPD) , advised that 
the enclosed letter was received at the Supreme Court on 
February 19, 1985 and was opened some time that week. 

The letter and envelope are both typewritten in, 
upper case letters and the envelope bears a postmark 
Western Nassua GMF, NY, 115, February 15, 1985. The 
dated February 15, 1985 and begins, "Ladies and Gent; 

August of 1960 I was attacked at the parade grounds 
by three blacks and I was never paid for the ugly , 
injuries sustained..." The letter goes on to stat< 
writer lost his job with one of the city agencies i 
of New York and received no compensation, and furth'l 
was sent to prison in 1976. The letter concludes with, "Jewish 
Bank Executives cried wj*fen they proved to me that you succeeded 
in every possible way Sla jyiin my life. However, I have yet to I 
figure out why they ifave me ypur home addresses. S^e; V&iy at J / ) 

/hffCS D E-21S Cj_ 1 I''' " / 

teBureau (Enc. 6 ) Et’^LOSULF V-2- - 

2-New York (Enc. 2) 

1-Washington Field Office ^ 



the 

Bank. 



bee; 




vyjy 



Approved: 



(Time) 



U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE ! 





WFO 9-0 



. 7 C 



^ ^explained that while the home addresses 

of the Sup^lfS^ourt Justices are not routinely given out, there 
have been many articles in various magazines about all of the, 
and these articles usually include home addresses. 

_f advised that all of the Justices will be alerted 
usual activity or persons around their residences. 

added that he could not recall receiving any simiT^f^™ 
Tetters at the Supreme Court in recent months. 



Inasmuch as no threats are made in the enclosed letter, 
any laboratory analysis is left to the disgression of the office 
of origin, and the above is provided for information and 
indexing . 



2 * 




( 



FEBRUARY 15, 1985 

LADIES AND GENTLEMOf: 

IN AUGUST OF I960 I WAS ATTACKED AT THE PARADE GROUNDS OF FORT DIX 
BY THREE BLACKS AND I WAS NEVER PAID FOR THE UGLY AND PERMANENT INJURIES 
SUSTAINED. 

IN 1966 I LOST MY JOB AT ONE OF THE CITY AGENCIES OF THE CITY OF NEW 
YORK AND THIS WAS FOLLOWED BY NO ASSISTANCE EVER IN THE FORM OF WELFARE, 
SOCIAL SECURITY, UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE, PENSION OR FOOD STAMPS. 

IN 1976 I WAS SENT TO PRISON AS THE RESULT OF YOUR SICK AND UNDYING 
LOVE FOR NELSON ROCKEFELLER. 

JEWISH BANK EXECUTIVES CRIED WHEN THEY PROVED TO ME THAT YOU 
SUCCEEDED IN EVERY POSSIBLE WAY TO RUIN MY LIFE. HOWEVER, I HAVE YET 
TO FIGURE_.pII3L.WHY THEY GAVE ME YOUR HOME ADDRESSES. _ V 

SEE YOU AT THE BANK 




/-■-» 

ENCLOSURE: 





?????? f 






il i . At ***■ Marshaf^^J sought our help. Be was informed 
that because of the delicacy of the problem presented, no action would be 
teken by unless and until authority therefor was received from 



Very truly yours, 

J. M. KEITH, 

Special Agent in Charge. 



JMKtMBL 




October 10, 1936 



l 2AT:RP 
62-46240 — { 

’•■’ .«>**»* ■ 

% '* ■ :• If V;V "' • * imoiuypw *» THg ATtOWIg 

i InSXSXMiQ -*. *■.**•*«, ■ • .V. 




October 10, 1936 



for four information I ae att*ohlo«; hereto a copy 
ae-orandu* ehiofe I hare tod^r addr^aed * the Attem^ Oeneral 
relative to 





:4l 


fejy trdy jovra, T 




D 


Joha Idgar Hoover, ^ N - 

• N / Director. J > 

... X'~ u> \ ' 


> do sure #863403 




£J>30EDBD 


Ll'¥6l¥6-Z 








HCiKX D-RTAU CF V.CVoS‘1 l‘o 


•N ’ ‘•'a. .• 




'i.L- 


p« v lo 1935 -p , M 



vfc/ 








10:50 A.M. 
2:35 P.M. 



Jjeiteral ^wcmx of ^tttesitgatum 

pL JSL department of Sustiw 
^So&lpxigiim, JL ®» 

October 13, 1936 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR. T A 



RE: C omplaint relating to receipt of 

advance information frocn Supreme Court. 



Phile Supervisor was discussing another case with 
Mr. McGuire, an attorney rnWh^Department, Ur. McGuire stated that 
there had. been referred to him a personal and confidential memo- 
randum sent to the ^ Attora^^eneral by the Bureau relating to in- 
? /o formation furnished of the Marshal's Office concern- 

^ ’ ing the receipt of advance^iformation from the Supreme Court. 

Ur. McGuire stated the Department would desire an investigation 
% . but would like to know whether the Supreme Court has been informed 

of this information, and if not the Department would do so. 

f3 I am informed discussed the above subject 

matter with you and he was edviseaTo contact Mr. McGuire and in- 
, form him that the Bureau v»uld like to have a memorandum from the 

Department outlining just wh^^ctlon should be taken. Mr. McGuire ’ 



4 ^ 



Department outlining just wha^^Won should be taken. Mr. McGuire Ks / 
was contacted by SupervisorJd^Pand was informed that what the 
Departaej^y^^ygd to know is whether the Supreme Court had been ad- 
vised or anyone else of the information that advance 

notice wasbeln^received from the court as to their decisions. 

He was informed that so far as the Bureau is aware, the court has 
not been informed and, et least, the Bureau has not done so. Mr. 

McGuire stated that the Department nas inclined to the view that the 
complainant in this case should have immediately gone to the Supreme 
Court and advised it of the information received, and also brought 
the same to the attention of the Bureau, but at any rate Mr. Keenan 
will desire an immediate investigation by the Bureau. Mr. McGuire 
was informed that the Bureau would like to have a memorandum from 
the Department setting forth just what is desired, and that no action 
will be taken until the receipt of such memorandum. McGuire said 
that the Department would write a letter to the court and advise the 
members of the substance of the complaint and would send a memorandum 
to the Bureau requesting an investigation. He stated that these com- 
municJtions would leave the Department in the immyUftto Attw ■ 





©epartmentof 3Tu$ttce 

Masfjmgton 




Mr. Eaophrae 

«?• C!cr*~.. 



Mx. UfIct .... 




Mr. Tracy. ; 




I 



This will acknowledge the receipt of your memorandum 
of October 10, 1936> attaching therewith a copy of the 
memorandum which you under that d *te, ^dressed to t he 
Attorney General, relatlre 1 



Th 1 * *• * matter of extreme importance and one that 
lould he immediately investigated for the purpose of obtain- 
ing all the facta. Heedless to say, the investigation 
nhould he conducted with your usual tact and good Judgment. 

The Chief Justice has "been advised of this reference. 

Josewo\Q. Keenan, 

The Assistant to\ie Attorney General. 



reooeded / r 9. U L 3 #0- 



OCT 2 SP36 



'■ VtSTIGATlON 

0C1 17 1936 A. n. 

’t.s lO / 



r ■ F 



[ \ Office of Director 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



Record of Telephone Call of Visitor. 




5i?_Q. 




Referred to. 



Miss Berard referred the* request 
of Mr. McGuire that someone interview tbr 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court in connection 
with reports that an employee of the Court is 
getting advance information concerning Supreme 
Court decisions. She stated that the Chief 
Justice is very much interested and he wants 
an agent to come to his house tomorrow morning 
or to he at the Stgreme Court. She said she 
rants to make sure that the Chief Justice will 
he seen somewhere tomorrow morning. He has 
indicated that he wishes someone who knows about 
the case_to at his home tomorrow morning. 



Mr. Tamm” is taking care of this matter and wHM 
has su bmitted a memorandum recommending that 
agents HjjHH Bosen be assigned to this 



i i jJz - y TjL Ha ~ zj £L I 

I g r ■ VtSTlGATION | 

1936 , ■ | ^ 





-J 



'JOHN EDGAR HOOVi j \ ^ 

^ ” DIRECTOR S^,-' • \ 

Jcbaral Juratu of ^Mtasttgafum 

<£»- ^Peparfjnnrl nf SuBiira 
^SJaB{|ttigttnt, J3. <£. 

EATjEP October 15, 1936 



k/ 



Mr. Egan .... 



Mr. Harbo .. 



1/ 






MEJOP^jOai FOP, THE DIRECTOR 



E: A lleged Irregularity on part of Employee of Supreme 



ne^^ur' , 



\Mt. Quinn 

W. Schi IA^' 

T’ Mr. T»^m V 





Mr. McGuire in the Department called and advised that I m ‘ 
he has recontacted the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court and in- l 
formed him that this matter was being referrejtto the Bureau for I _ 
investigation and that the direction of the /investigation would 
hereafter be in your hands. Chief Justice^Hughes requested that 
the Agent who is going to conduct this investigation ‘contact him 
at his home, 2223 R Street, tomorrow morning at 9:30 A. M. , in 
order that the Chief Justice can indicate his views in the situation. 




I 



FEDERAL BUREAU 



:3 



INVESTIGATION 




.1956. 



Director 

Mr. Nathan 

Mr. Tolson 

Mr. Quinn 

Mr. Clegg 

Mr. Foxworth 



Files Section 

Personnel Files 

Chief Clerk's Office 

Identification Division 

Technical Laboratory 

.Mechanical Section _ 

_Division Two ~ 



SUPERVISORS 



Mr. Fletcher 

Mr . McDade 

Mr. kclntire 

Mr. Smith 



_Mr. Spear 
_Mr . guran 
_Mr. Vincent 
_Mr. Wyly 



* * t 




See Me 

Send File , 

Call me regarding this 

Correct . 

Note and Return ,- . 

Search, serialize and.ro 




E. A. TAMM - 5742. 



Washington Field Office, Boom 4244, 
Washington, D, 0, 

October 24, 1936. 



MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



(of d /jf (?— 11 4dvanoe 

•ICATtoa Oh/ . (l {£_ r Opinions of the U. S. 






.owed to retain the 



copy, which wee permitted. 

The Chief Justice, upon reading the manorandumfl^^^^^^^|^^H[fP 
»ae visibly moved and stated that^^was^yno^ seri?u^5d^^^^ 
extraordinary development, inasmuch as fl^HIHHHvhas been a 
trusted employee of the U. S. Supreme eoS^einc^lB97. 

Due to the developments in this ease, Agent sfl^H^pand Rosen 
will hereafter contaot the Chief Justice at his home, 22^ . , N. W. , 
and will not appear at any time in the future in the Supreme Court Build- 
ing. The Chief Justice requested the unlisted telephone number of the 
Washington Field Office, and in addition thereto reque sted that th e oan- 
tents of the aforementioned conversation between AgentflHHj^feidA^^^P 
not be given to the Department of Justice. He was infomec^St 
oonttents of this conversation are known only to the Director of this Bureau 
and the three Agents working on the case. 



Vand Rosen 
ft. , N. W. , 
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MEMORAKDOa FOR THE DIRECTOR 




j;)U 

!/ Pursuant to^your instructions. Agents Rosen and 
| * ere authorized to see Chief JusticA'Hughes 




4*30 P.M. today in connection with the case involving cer- 



tain irreg ulariti es^ gn the -part nf an Q e mploy ee of the 
I^Supreme Court. A memorandum will be prepared tonight on 
the developments to date, and information will be trans- 
mitted to you daily relative to the progress nsJe. 

Respectfully, 



J. i. Smith/Jr. 



RECORDED , 
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r . . uu, 

^Eteral JBltreim of ^ntastig-. 

|ff- «£- |9eparinmtt of Jualice 
^Saelpnginn, JL <!L 

October IT, 1936 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



“flHHV Alleged. Attempt. 

5S_ Advancenbplnions of the 
C Su preme Cou rt ofl the United States. 



1Q ,/ . c Th ? fo^ow^^gjestl^ation was conducted on October 17, 
, *• «»■“ *■“ “» ***** 



A personnel file on|^ was examined at the Federal Lend Bank 
Washington, D. C., but nothing of value was secured therefrom. It was 
ascertained that he has no war record or record in the Civil Service 

a**. 
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CoBinlssioQ. The investigation is being continued. 




Respectfully, 



JOHN EpCfAR HOOVER 






literal ^ucemt of 

§&. Jepwtnmit of Jujrftte 

■BStuslj&gioj*, |1 <L 
October 15, 1936. 



MEMORANDUM FOR IHE DIRECTOR 



Some days ago. United States M&rshal^^^p of the Supreme Court of tljettn$£ed 
States called at the Washington Fielerurrice and advised Mr. Keith concerning 
alleged irregularities on the part of a clerk of the Supreme Court 
TTnltfld States, who endea vored to p erfect some arrangement 

could presumably makemone^o^h^ 
advancg .LUJ.i>ripai,.Li>a cuacenungy declsiong h anded down by the Supreme Court. 

The substance of this information was furnished to the Attorney General in a 
personal and confidential memorandum, with the request that the Bureau be 
advised if an investigation mas authorized, it being noted that the Justices 
of the Supreme Court did not know of this occurrence. The Attorney General 
evidently referred the matter to Mr. Keenan, who in turn referred it to the 
Criminal Division, and Mr. McGuire of the Criminal Division called me about 
one o’clock today to advise that pursuant to a request from the Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court to discuss this matter with someone who was familiar wit] 
the facts, he, McGuire, had gone to the Supreme Court this morning and laid 
the facts before Chief Justice Hughes, pointing out that he knew the facts 
only secondarily. 



McGuire said that upon his return to his own office, be found a note of a 
call from Chief Justice Hughes expressing a desire to discuss the matter 
further with someone intimately acquainted with the details. McGuire said 
he had informed the Chief Justice that he, McGuire, would instruct the 
Special Agent 1*0 had initiated the investigation of this matter to report 
to the Supreme Court at 4»30 this afternoon to discuss the matter further 
with the Chief Justice. 



I informed McGuire that the Bureau had not initiated any investigation into 
this matter since we were awaiting Departmental instructions; that conse- 
quently, there was no Agent available who was intimately in possession 
of all the facts. I told McGuire that it would appear the logical thing 
to have done in the beginning would be to have called upon the Director of 
the Bureau, or someone designated by him, to present the facts to the Chief 
Justice, and that Bince McGuire had already presented the facta to the Chief 
Justice and since the Bureau did not have authority to conduct any investi- 
gation, there would not appear to be anyone in the Bureau who could carry 
out McGuire's so-called "Instructions" in this matter; that since he, McGuire, 
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Memo for the Director 



10 / 15 / 3 * 



had handled the matter thus far, he might notify the secretary to Justice 
Hughes that the Department had no information other than that which he had 
previously been furnished. 

The impression I obtained from talking with McGuire is that he had 
"big timed" himself to the Chief Justice this morning, and had announced 
what he would instruct the Director of the Bureau to do. Consequently, 

I believe that until the Bureau receives some written authorization 
from the Department to conduct this investigation, we should let McGuire 
get himself out of the situation into which he has placed himself. 



W 








Stated he had been unable to get in toucl 
with Mr, Tamm and he would like to Speak with the 
Director. When informed the Director was out he 
stated that what he wanted to ask the Director ws 
to have him send the Agent who is investigating i 
matter at theO^ upreme Court, up to see the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court at 400 PM this 
afternoon. Mr. McGuire stated that he had been uj 
to see the Chief Justice r.nd the latter stated h« 
desired to see the Agent who is pricing on th^foi 
and who is familiar with the facts? this afternoc 
at 4:30. Mr. McGuire stated that arrangements fc 
the appointment could be made thru Mr. Hogue, Lav 
Clerk to the Chief Justice, at National 5321, fcul 
that Mr. McGuire would like to have Mr, Tamm call 
when Mr .Tamm returned. This message was left wit 
Mr .Smith in Mr. Tamm's office, cek “ 

reookded 40.- 0 — _2 

OCT 2 61935 








Memo for Director 
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October 17, 1936 





The Chief Justice has been fully advised as to the progress 
of the investigation to date. The Chief Justice suggested the 
possibility that a microphone might be concealed in the conference 
rooms of the Supreme Court, and requested that before the investi- 
gation is completed, the Agents make a thorough search of the con- 
ference rooms. 






Respectfully, 

€0/ 



Z. A. 

;kcorded 

& 



. w5 ; ■ • 



INDEXED 





In talking with Agent Posen yesterday afternoon. Chief Justice 
Hughes informed him that he did not wish the arrangements to reach a 
point where there would be an actual delivery of one of the advance opinions 
of the Supreme Court. 



JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
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Jjjhbmtl Jiuraut of ^Mkcsitgaium 

JL <£L ^Scpartemtl of 3usK« 
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October 16, 1936 



MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



Pursuant to your instructions. Special Agentsl^^ > _ — — 
and A. Rosen interviewed Chief Justice Charles Evan ^Hughes at his^^s^^ 
dence, 2223 R Street, N.Yi'., at 9:30 this morning with reference to the 
alleged^eak in the Supreme Court whereb^advanc^aotice of the opinions 
to be handed down would be furnished by an^employee in 

thd^Suprerne Court Buildinj 



The Chief Justice furnished no additional information other 
than that possessed at the present time by the Bureau, but indicated 
that he desired two points inparticuler to be stresse^i^th^investi^^^ 
gation, first, if, in fact, flM^ade any overtures 

or to any individuals relativ^To selling or making us^o^aava^^^nror^ 
mation of Supreme Court decisions, and second, that inasmuch as^HVwas 
not in a position from his employment to secure this information^who, if 
any, person or persons were acting in collusion with him, the second per- 
son being in a position to secure advance copies of the decisions to be 
handed down. 

The Chief Justice requested that the two Agents keep him in- 
formed from day to day of the progress of the investigation, and he in- 
dicated that he was quite concerned about the matter as it reflected upon 
the integrity of the Court and its employees. He particularly desired 
I to be informed this day at 4:30 P.M. of the results of the iiregj 
f to date. The Chief Justice further informed the Agents thafl"^ 
lad Bpoken to him last evening; that the i 
1 also spoken to Marshal HflB of the Supreme Court rel^ive to this 
matter, and theconc^os^u^^^^Swesto the effect tha-J^B^in his 
capacity the Supreme Cour^uilding, could 

not be in a pos^io^toobta^^n^information concerning the opinions to 
be rendered by the Court; that the only possibility for obtaining such 
Information would arise through collusion with some other employee of the 
Supreme Court. Due to the rules of recording all visits to any part of 
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Siemo for Director 



October 16, 1936 



the Supreme Court Building tr^persons employed in the building or out- 
eiders, it is the opinion ofJH^^^and the Chief Justice that no one 
could have obtained informat^^in advance of the decisions of the 
Court. Unless otherwise instructed. Agents will orally report to jt he 
Chief Justice each day as to the progress of the investigation^ 






This information was secured 




from Agents Rosen 



Respectfully, 




% 




JSjeteral Jlurara of 

J0. &. Jepnrtwent of Rustic* 
s JS3ss!{f«gtetJJ JL ®. 




b%~ 



Inasmuch as it appears that^^^— 

it TO uli bs advisable to present the case 
^^^o^Stand^^he Chief JUetice prior to conducting any 
further investigation which might involve other trusted engloggga 
of the Supreme Court. * 
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( Memo, for the Director 



October 23, 1936. 



The Chie f Justice <111 he interviewed today at 
4:30 F.M. by Agent sjH^H^and Rosen, and the matter 
presented to him in lT^entlrety for his decision. 

Respectfully, 

9 / 

S. A. TAMM. 
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federal bureau of investigation 
U. s. department of JUSTICE 0CT0BER 22 1936 



To: COMMUNICATIONS SECTION. 
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Washington Field Office, Room 4244, 
Washington, D. C. 
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Ootober 19, 1936 



C THE DIRECTOR 

^ Attempt ing to 

^^^^ffvance Opinions of 
the U. S,°Supreme Court 



& In a conversation with Special Agenta^^^^^^^^^Hphnd 
A. Rosen on Saturday afternoon. Chief Justice Hu#ie^!ndlcated to the 
Agents that he desired tha^a^effort be made to ascertain the identity 
of some acquaintances ofJHHft having in mind that one of his 
acquaintances might be th^person with whom he is acting in collusion 
in an attempt to secure edvanc e opinions of the United States Supreme 





EDGAR HOOVER 



D 

(Sjieifcral ^uraut of ^nfiKetigafioo 
$L ^Btpjtrimenl of Jaofic* 
JBaoIfiagloit, .JL C. 

Octobar 26, 1936. 



MSMORAMMJ FOH THS DIRECTOR ; 






FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

TWIS 1 CASE 1 OM G INATtD AT Washington, D. C. FILE NO. 62 - 767 . 

MfORT MAH AT DATE WHIN MADE PERIOD FOR REPORT MADE »Y i J 

2 * Www Orleans /Louisiana r- 10/26/56 IQ/tl.BE t 85/ 

«u / v4-;. . ... ijkj&iw .*• ../•* r,'!. - 

^ V© *J£Z**C' i:,n irrFonr^TioK bwrcERRi 



REFER2KCK: 
PETA llfi • 



*•_ -•%> 

Teletype message from Washington Field dated October 21, 1936 

This Invest igat ion is predicated upon Reference teletype re- 
ceived October 21, 1936 frcm the Washington Field Office, 

■ * JJ eetly ascertained if 



Of the Hew Orleans Office contacted 



Kriz* 1936 to 1 

V Field Oifft# 



The Washington Field Office was ] 
furnish the Sew Orleans Office with) 



advised ^y wire on October 22, 1936 



tested by wire on October 
■fcddress. The Washington 
IfllBlived In the follwr- 





ZZM 




CCT80 M3B 


3-Bureau 

2-Washlngton Field (end.) 
2 -New Orleans. 
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wnwrn* 

tiep latMi 


v^rj — 






Ho forthT Information copc 



Memo, for the Director 



‘•e« 



October 30, 1936 









Arrangement s have also been made to have Chief Justice 
Hughes place identifying marks on the copies of the opinion 
in the above-named eases which will be delivered to the 
Justices.^It 1 b contemplated that a test run will be made 
and thatj^H^ln an effort to show that he is able to deliver 
opinions n^dvance of the opinion day, will obtain one of 
the copies which have been circulated among the Justices. 










No further developments are antlelpste^duH* 
pasmuch as the conference had between^^KS^*^ 



This so-called test run and the delivery thereof of an opinion 
will not affect the stock market in any way. 




Chief Justice Hughes is being informed of developments daily. 
He has expressed great surprise end indicated his pleasure at the mender 
in which the investigstion has so fer been conducted. Although he hes 
not expressly stated, it appears that the Chief Justice will spare no 
one in this investigation. 



Very truly yours. 




JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
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Jfrdcral Bureau of Inuratigatiort 
Bntteb 8tat?a ©apart mrttt of Juatire 
£9ael?fngtaii, B. CL 
Kovember 6, 1936. 



/ 



ICr* Tt»!*on . . 
Ur, 

.... 

Xr> 0*®»y 
Hr, l)*wy 



Time - 3*40 P.M. 



I 



MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
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[ 

Kith reference to the Suj 
telephoned me and eaid that Subjec- 
appointment which he had with Agenl 
Hotel at three o'clock thiB afternol 



t oreme Cour 

& 

ioon^^^^ 



Court matter, Mr. Hottel 
*f ail ed to show up for an 
at the Washington 



They are goir^ to try to get in touch with him tonight. 



Re si 




\LA.~£hA i !LQ. '**1 



HWlli 19 % 
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JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 

LS) IS 







^wreaw of <3itostigaium 

JH- £>. Peparfmad nf Justice 
^asIpugltW} ®- 



November 4, 1936. 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR. NATHAN 



b.< 



Taking of photoj 
Special Agentsf 



N Ethan 



D.w.ey . 



-- — . Mr. Quinn 

S Z 2 TiZ: 

C/\^' Mr. Trmcy 



Trtcy 

MU* Gmndy— 






On October 29, 19S6 the Laboratory furnished Special Agente 
and Roeen of the Washington Field office Leica^cpmeraa for 
inphotographing auapecta in a confidential investigation?' 



V lr 



You^attention la called to the excellent results obtained 
by Agent with the aid of telephoto lens equipment and a 

Lelca eamere^urnished by the Laboratory. The attached photographs 
which depict the subjects in question were taken without their 
knowledge at distances ranging from fifty to one hundred and fifty 
feet. , 



At the same time motion pictures were also taken 
J of the Laboratory depicting these same subjects in converse" 
i each other. 



,”-?o 
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(Dfftr* xrf (Hmer al 

October 13, 1936. 






I would suggest that you confer personally with Mr. 



Keenan and determine upon a course of action. Tour memorandum 
does not clearly indicate whether “Or not the Chief Justice has 
yet been advised by MarshajMjj^^^f the developments referretl 
to. It rather strikes me iwsIPft would be best for 
to submit the matter to the Chief Justice and that thereaW^^he 
F.B.I. should follow a course approved by the Chief Justice. 

If you and Mr. Keenan take this view, I would be glad 
if you would proceed along the lines suggested. 

H.S.C. 

A.G. 




.Memo for the Attorney General 



October 10, 1936 



Murohel advises that he talked rith 

nho furnished in substance the same facts as du 



Marshal stated that through inquiries conducted of 



Marshal , upon reaching this point in his inquiries, 
decided that the mauer was one requiring the attention of this Bu- 
reau and, accordingly, he has submitted the facts to the Bureau. 

I would appreciate being advised whether you desire the Bureau U> 

initiate investigation into this situation. 



I an transmitting a c 
for his information. 



r of this memorandum to Mr. Keeflan 
Respectfully, 

^hn Edgar Hoover, 

Director. 
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Ffirral Surrau nf UnnrHltgatinn 
3Iniiri) Stales Brpartment of Iimttre 



Washington, D. % t 
Hot ember 12, 1936* 






memorandum for the director. 



.leged Attempt to Sell Opinions of 
n Supreme Court In Advance , 





["recall that he aleo was 

glren the opportunity to deliver a test eaee on the flay subsequent but that 
he did not appear at auek time. “Hie development a to a arte have been r e- 
lated to Ch^i^usticp'hugies who informed Agent e Rosen an^i|^|^that 
Inasmuch aiBV ao far was unable to deliver any opinions after having been 
given ample xlmepr^r to opinion day, which was on Novetriber 9, 1936, 
it appeared thatHBhad fabricated his representation that he was in the 
position to obtali^plniona of the Court In advance. 

With this though^l^rtnd i^ras believed desirable to arrange one 
more meeting betweei^^HHBon^PH^ However, the information which hae 
been obtained today TT^n?Ies the situation as far as the fhtureneeMne 
la concerned and |t hn» >»cn to hff 

In the lobby of the Mayflower Hotel at 5 P.V,. on Friday, Novenfcer- 15tfaT ^ 



leeuedtfilily, 

CSIS 
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3Ffilrral Surpau of Snuesttflatuni 



Biutrb S’talps Bpparintent of luntirf 
Washington Field Division, Km. 4244, 
Washington, D. C. 



November 13, 1936* 






memorandum for the director. 



StCT TO RET.T. OPINIONS OF (CH£. 

U. S.^^DPKEME COURT IN ADVANCE. 




revious arrangements,! 

™| at the Mayflower Hotel at 3 p.m. 

l prepared to receive an opinion 
1 who stated on Thursday. November 




'is unable 
informed 

is abI6 To get an opinion, 
be had relative to this 



«w»Br® i 2. _ y-LZ+O - 



;P,V '&% 





JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
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Jipftcrn! Bureau of Inuratigat „ 
Butted States ©apartment of Juattce 
ffasljingtcm, ©. ®. 

November 19» 1936 

/ 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR ~ 



bK 



With reference to the case involving the allege 
the Supreme Cojyjt^rou are advised that Agents Rosen and _ 
obtained from last evening a signed statement in 

admits his pat^S^TOnn in this entire project J 
sell advanced copies of Supreme Court^ecisJ 





Ws nH nn^Tntervie tfr and Interrogation of him is the next step. 

51nce the interrogation ^fl^QHjj^^pxtends the possibility of some 
leak getting out conceming^heinvestigation the facts will be 
discussed this afternoon with the Chief Justice, by the investigating 
Agents to ascertain whether he will permit going further into the 
investigation. 

' Respectfi 
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JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
^DIRECTOR 



EAT: HP 



_...ueral Bureau of Inurattgation 
Unites states Bepartment of Uustitv 
ffiaB^ington, B. ®. 

November 20, 1936 
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



uEents Rosen and IH 

P Jment^ 

associated wi 
leged obtaining of advance copies oJ 
A signed statement was obtained from|_ 
with other facts developed, indicates 
matter as somethi ng of a hoax o r a practical joke being played 
by or on someone, ■■^■■^statement sets forth that it would 
be virtually impos^ffl^^B^a^y person under the setup in the 
Supreme Court to obtain advance copies of decisions, and the 
Bureau's investigation substantiates this condition. 




.nterviewee 

[moral _ 

'in the al- 
ecisions. 

Ich, together 

ie regarded this whole 



Tfra Chief Juatica has been furnished w ith the factg 
orally in this ma tter and copies of the signed statem ents have 
beendisolaved to him. He expre s sed himself as highly ple ased 
yTSTboth the result <?f the 1 nvestl ^ nUon. and the manner in 
ythlflfr It. conducted, and Je miested the inve stigating Ag enjs 
•fi P por^nnlly nnnvey to you his commendation for th e handling 
9 f this matter. 



A complete report on the entire investigation will 
be prepared which will take several days to get out, and I will 
also have prepared a personal and confidential letter for your 
signature to the Chief Justice furnishing him with the general 
facts disclosed by the investigation. 



Respectfully, 
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r ;r Vl ,-XF,T>. 
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,$£. ..'!;V Honorabla Oharlaa Irani Hoghai, 

V Ohiaf Juatloe of tho 8upr a» Court 
V of tho Unltad BuIm, 

ms K Stmt, I. I., > 



* T y£*y**\ r?:? 



■; 



\ ' 

J 



Maahlngtoc, D. Q. 



:: 



Mr *aar Mr. Ohiaf Xwatloai 



With rafarauo* to tho Mnitlptlm Mhloh «i aonduotad of 
aa anployaa 1 b t ha V . 8. Ouprma Court Building, who, It 
ns aadaavorlng to dlapoaa of, for a nonatary eonaid oration, 
oplnlana of ths Cour^ln adyanon of thalr bslng dalirarad, it haa baaa 
datamlnad tha^HHHfwaa not only unabla to pro duo a an op In loo, bat 
that auoh aa aroatualltr la highly lnprobablt, 7,; 



X haro boon lnfoxmad by tha Spaclal Aganta oho oara angagad 

In thla Inraatlgatlon that a Moating took plaoa on Oetobor BE, 1936, bat waan 




bl( 



At a oaooB^||tii 
night of Ootobor *9, 1936 
la tha Bupraaa Court Building, aa hla aanooinM^J^adltico Iharato, an 
appolntnant oaa nada byflH to dallysr to opinion at B p.n, 

on ■oTaMbarSt^^n' tha lobby of tha WaahlngionHotJu This appolntnant ona 
' kapt, but ■HHP > allaa to nakt tha axpaotad dallmry. Howorar, ha ntatnd 
toatif haTSoSrTaaura an opinion d uring tha lntarln, ha would mat 
tha following day. ■^^■Bfailad to koap thla appolntnant. 






‘ } Th* final Mating ooourrad In tho l obby of tho Mayflowar 

V_>k. / Hpgal on Horaabar 13 , 1936 , at "blob^tin^^** canfasaad MaiJABbUlt 7 __ 
YJ / ^ ($8 parfona hla part of tha agraanant. *) * * >*-'■- '• ^ 
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v S parfozn hla part 

lo?in riiwf tha darnl? 
^ confront both 

its wara ob tain ad : 




opnanta. It waa daaaad adrlaas) 

"with tha aridanoa Milch bad batn aaourad 
both. Ihsaa stataasnta* fft&i of 
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CHARA<AeR of case V 1 

ALItfGAD ATTAIlPT TO/^I^AD.vlfl 
OPINIONS OF THA SUPKSfcl- SjCpi 
TH3 UNITED STATES' ffj L v v , ^ 



wore voluntarily questioned by Bureau Agent sand 
submitted signed statements relative to their 
activities. The substance of these statements 



sl 


to decision day, nor 

Supreme Court, have any knowledge of the activities 
of the Court opinions in this matter* A complete . ■ 4 - 

/' .—l. discussion was had with Chief Justiee Charles 

%:J* \ Evar.a Hughes relative \o this investigation, during 

\ J which signed statement/ and stenographic recordings 

. : ’ of conversations ware y givan to the Chief Justioe. - 
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(g)- Bureau 

(Z - Washington Field 
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a result' o^the development lathis case ,< • 

Chief Juatioe has requested that no additional' -^' ^ v 
Investigation be conducted, unless be specifically 
requosts duch activity^ This case I* therefore ^E; : 
being closed. \ /• ’* / ^ \ 



RSFZRSyCS: Letter to the Director dated October 9, 1936. . • 

DETAILS: AT WASHIKSTOB, D. C. 

This is a joint report bf Special Agents A. Bosen and 
the investigation being predicated upon Instructions received freftTTns^ector 

' On "October 9, 1936, Marshal for the Supreme Co 
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Chief J 



Aw a resul t of the statements obtained 1 

I the natter was presented for further eons i derat ion to the 

• justRe^rh^dTised that inasmuch as the evidence adduced indicated that 
^^Jhad been mislead byfltfas t»t^iQasibility of obtaining opinions, end 
JoculSB^reateMMW overtures to him, no furthe^* - 
-» inveiifplHf be conducted. He indicated hie 'extreme pleasure sratifica, 
Vion at the inability nf ihese persons^ to obtain anj^ opinions of the aipremej 
y Court and stated that if \ further investigation relative to this matter were 
desired, he would communicate with this office. Pending such request, this 
investigation is being • - 



-CIOSID- 



O 0 -0 o 0.0 
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. Httr^att nf 3nu*flt 

1. &. Bpparltnrnl of luntlc? 

Washington Field Division, Room 4244) 
Washington, D. C. 

December 16, 1936. 



Director, 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Washington, D. C, 




ALLEGED ATTEMPT TO SELL 
ADVANCED^ PINIONS OF THE 
^S UPREME COURT OF T HE UNITED 
STATES 






In connection jjithtoeabove entitled inve^^atlo^^^ 
which invol ved not 

building, 

SpecSj^gen^BHHBHB^ bas ascertained 
at the Supreme Court Building that these three employees were 
discharged on November 25 , 1936. 

This case has been closed. However, this information 
Is being forwarded for the completion of the Bureau files. 

Very truly yours. 




- jfettprwtw (Smttl Of Uj# j&iah* 

, ^asl{‘m$kro.lB.(D. 

/ December 3, J.936. 






I4y dear Mr# '-fioover: ... 

!***•• Have received -your netter of November *SVtla'v«r: 



i. to -the recent investigation of -the ^endeavor .-to o b t a 1 




' "Of opinions Of the Court in advance of their delivery . I “ 

- Permit me to express on behalf of Hll -the /members f>f 

®^the Court our ^Seep appreciation of .the care and akill with which 

- - ■* 

r^he ^investigation was Conducted. '^Mhile I ^regretted ihe if ocas ion 
f%or ihe inquiry, '^^appreciated the opportunity^ ®eet^peraonally 

ijf" - ' ' •* ' -• * - „.V 

. 3 t-the special -agents mho were designated for jihe purpose and si *rae 
-Z. ■ ■*> . V* • ... 

^impressed .with ‘their .rability»and«thoroughnes8 # '^t rwas ^gratifying 

*^to be assured that jthe unworthy project --In .which ihe -persons junde: 
,-i^inveBtigation were concerned could wiot .-be successfully Iter r led «u 
^Thanking you for your personal interest in the matter 
a&nd for the important service rendered by iyou and by ’those under 
' ’your direction, I am, ' ’* ... • 

■* i; -‘*Very sincerely yours. 



Mr. John Edgar ’Hoover, v r 

director, Federal Jureau nf-Jnvestigation', 
Department of -Justice, 

-Washington, D. C, 




EATsCDVI 



JFrheral Surrau of JnurBtt0ation 
ISmteb fcfattB Srpartment of JuBtlre 
SI asking ton, B. <E- 
January .8, 1937. 



Time - 11*12 A.M. 



MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 

Re: et 

^MHPushing Advance Information 
on Supreme Court Decisions 
and other Irregularities. 



Mr. McGuire of the Department telephoned me relative to the 
above entitled case, about which you are informed. 

He said that he had not received a report of the matter as 
yet, and he was wondering if one might be sent to him. 

I told him we would check up on it. 






Respectfully, 



M=. UAMQ - 31 1 


FEDERAL BURFAU OFJ 


NVESTIGA7I0N 

B37P-M. 

OF JUSTICE 


Kjr~ 


file 







MEUORAHDtJU FOR THE DIRECTOR 



I called Mr. McGuire in Mr. Keenan’ s office and 
Informed him with reference to his previous request for .. — 

information concerning the disposition of the case involving 
alleged irregularities on the part of attaches of the 
Supreme Court, that at the request of Chief Justice Hughes, 
a daily oral report had been furnished to the Chief Justice 
by Bureau representatives. I informed Mr. McGuire that when 
the Bureau’s investigation had been completed the Chief Justice 
stated that appropriate action would be taken by the Court. 



"<D/ 





,<jpral Bureau of Inuestigatio 
Suited States department of Ifusttre 
fflaehingttm, S. QL 
April 3, 1937. 

k'- 

MHiORAiJDUM FOR UR. TOLSOH. 



Mr. Lester called from St. Paul to advise that 

there »aB a rumor abroad in St. Paul and Minnesota to the effect that 
Special Agents of the FBI were investigating the individuals appearing 
before the committee hearings relative to the^ Supreme Court. Ur. Lester 
stated that this rumor caused a very undesirable reaction and he 
therefore wanted to be able to state that he had talked with the 
Director and that there was no foundation for such report. 

Ur. Lester was advised that he should emphatically 
deny the truth of this report and should definitely kill it for once 
and all. Mr. Lester was advised of the local rumor to the effect that 
Mr. h ee nan was responsible for such investigations and that report 
had been repudiated. 



Mr. Lester advised that he would handle this 



matter diplomatically. 
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Office Memutundum • united states government 
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DATE: June 20, 1958 






INQUIRY FROM SENATOR H. ALEXAND ER^MITH 
(REPUBLICAN - NEW JERSEY) ' jQ ~jr 
^SUPREME COURT DECISIONS" - 



Pursuant to the Director’ s instructions concerning an inquiry iva 

above captioned on June 19, 1958, Wie^yesterday^ternoon attempted to-reach the 
Senator and in his absence talked Administrative 

Assistant. She said the Senator wastie^i^^meeting^ut would call Wick either 
yesterday evening or this morning. jQ (_^ 



This morning in a conversation with Senator Smith, Wick pointed out 
that the Director wanted Senator Smith to know that over the years he has refrained 
from commenting on matters of a legislative nature and that in this instance it would 
not be possible for Mr. Hoover to make any comment whatsoever. Senator Smith 
said he appreciated well the Director’s position and wondered whether Mr, Hoover 
[would have any objection if the Congress ’’filled in the loopholes, " which the Supreme 
[Court has used in soft pedaling the communist cases. Senator Smith also stated he 
believed that the decisions had in all probability hampered the FBI. Wick told Senate 
Smith that he well knew the FBI is solely a fact-gathering and fact-finding organizath 
and that so long as a statute giving us jurisdiction over a matter is the law of the lane 
the FBI will investigate violations of that law and present the facts to the appropriate 
authorities. Senator Smith said he recognized fully the fine work the FBI is doing am 
could understand why it is not possible for either Mr. Hoover or any spokesman to 
flatly admit the recent decisions of the Supreme Court were either not to our liking o: 
hampered us considerably. 



In conclusion, Senator Smith said he wanted Mr. Hoover to know that I 
has the greatest respect for both Mr. Hoover personally and the FBI and the fine wor 
it is doing. He said if we ever need any help from him all we need do is call him. 
Wick thanked him for his offer of support. 



ACTION: 



None. For record purposes. 



1 - Mr. Boardman 
1 - Mr. Belmont 
1 - Mr. Jones 




V. ; ^ 




REWtsakgV: 
(5) ^ 
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